






Skip to main content


Accessibility help




We use cookies to distinguish you from other users and to provide you with a better experience on our websites. Close this message to accept cookies or find out how to manage your cookie settings.



















Login Alert













Cancel


Log in




×























×





























	
	

Home



	Log in
	Register
	Browse subjects
	Publications
	Open research
	Services
	About Cambridge Core
	

Cart





	

Cart


	
	


	
Institution login

	
	Register
	Log in
	
	

Cart













 






Home













 




















	
	

Home



	Log in
	Register
	Browse subjects
	Publications
	Open research
	Services
	About Cambridge Core
	

Cart





	

Cart


	
	


	
Institution login

	
	Register
	Log in
	
	

Cart













 



 

















Hostname: page-component-88dd8db54-xrtfr
Total loading time: 0
Render date: 2024-03-13T06:36:57.042Z
Has data issue: false
hasContentIssue false

  	Home 
	>Journals 
	>New Testament Studies 
	>Volume 62 Issue 4 
	>Atonement at the Right Hand: The Sacrificial Significance...



 	English
	
Français






    New Testament Studies
  

  Article contents
 	Abstract
	Footnotes
	References




  Atonement at the Right Hand: The Sacrificial Significance of Jesus' Exaltation in Acts*
      
Published online by Cambridge University Press: 
14 September 2016

    David M. Moffitt   
 
 
  
 



Show author details
 

 
 
	David M. Moffitt*
	Affiliation: University of St Andrews, St Mary's College, South Street, St Andrews, Fife KY16 9JU, United Kingdom. Email: dm206@st-andrews.ac.uk




  


    	Article

	Metrics




 Article contents    	Abstract
	Footnotes
	References


 Get access   Share  

  

  Cite  Rights & Permissions
 [Opens in a new window]
 

 
  Abstract
  Luke-Acts is strangely silent regarding the sacrificial significance of Jesus' crucifixion. Curiously, too, Acts more closely links the salvific benefits that Jesus provides with his resurrection and exaltation than with his death. Luke, many conclude, is not concerned with explaining Jesus' atoning work in terms of Jewish sacrificial categories. By way of contrast, this article argues that Luke's connecting of forgiveness and purification (i.e. key elements of sacrificial atonement) with Jesus' exaltation indicates that he is aware of the sacrificial aspects of Jesus' work. Jewish sacrifice consists of a hierarchically structured ritual process that cannot be reduced to the slaughter of the victim. In Leviticus, the culminating elements of this process occur as the priests convey the materials of the sacrifice into God's presence (i.e. offer the sacrifice) by approaching and serving at the various altars. Such a perspective on sacrifice is suggestive for interpreting Luke's emphasis on Jesus' exaltation in Acts. Luke has not stressed the sacrificial aspects of Jesus' death, but has highlighted the atoning benefits of Jesus' exaltation because he understands Jesus to have offered his atoning sacrifice as part of his exaltation to the right hand of God.
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